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Interview Summary 



Application 

09/980,120 



Examiner 

David Isabella 



Applicant(s) 

MISSANA ET AL. 



Art Unit 

3738 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) Corrine M. McDermott . ^) 

(2) John Preta . ^ 

Date of Interview: 17 March 2004 . 

Type: a)EI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: None . 

Identification of prior art discussed: None . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)E was not reached. h)D N/A. 
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Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet INTERVIEW. See 
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Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Paper No, 20 



Summary of Record of Interview Re^^ements 
Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding Mon^Zt^s 0n th8 the <***■ No attenfon *■ »» paid to 

incompietISS l£?!^TRS^ Sews ^ 0n "* ^ "« rt h the ° ffiCe if that rec ° rd * ^ 

.heexarnieTi^^^^ 

which bear directly on the question of patentability responsib.lrty to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies . 

inters byTeSgThe! ^lES^'Sf SST" "'h ' * haS bee " discussed *• 

requirements for which inter^ec£rS^^ Erected solely to restriction 

S«!n^ 

circumstances dictate, the Form shou-d be ^o^ • " *T 

The Form provides for recordation of the foiiowing information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

" ^^iiS^SS 3 !? 8 ' att ° mey ° r a9ent ' examiner " other PT0 Personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- Tt* swan™ ol Ih. examine, «»o conducted Ine interview (if Fern is nol an attachment to a signed OfUce action) 
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2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) ISSK^ ° f 3 SUbStenfiVe " ature disc - ed ' — these are a.ready described on the * 

5) a bnef iden«ncation of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

c«s«/c^^ 

examiner can be understood in the context of the annS inn niT nf ™ !~ J? r . 6 pnncipal ar 9 ument s made to the 
describe those arguments which SffSS ' e J S e SS™! **• 10 ** 
6 a general ind.cat.on of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 
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accurate, ^e^Sap^ . 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Petition requesting reversal of the objections to the drawinqs was 
discussed. It was the opinion of Ms. McDermott that the correction to figure 5, and the relevent changes to the 
specification with respect to figure 5, was not new matter. The original disclosure to figure 5 supports two substantia 
identical angles formed at points k and C, note page 7 lines 28-30 of the original disclosure which states "Here the two 
angles on the outer and inner side are substantially identical..". With respect to the correction made to figure 6 and to 
the relevent changes to the specification with respect to figure 6, it is Ms. McDermott's opinion that such is new matter 
While it is agreed that lines 19-23 of page 8 of the original disclosure set forth that there are in fact two angles present' 
in figure 6 the one clearly labeled in the figure and described as being formed by the plane tangent to the posterior . 
surface 51 at point B with the plane P9, and the other, not labeled in the figure, described as being the same situation 
but being at o.nt D , it is not agreed that the two angles are identical and about 7 degrees each. The original language 
of page 8 states that the angle x is about 7 degrees" but does not state that the other angle is the same. Further as 
noted on page 6 line 17 of the original disclosure, and as amended, the drawings are set forth as being on a scale of 

'°° k j° tne drawin 9 of figure 6 does not provide any further proof that the angles are the same. In fact the 
newly added angle x" looks to be of a greater degree than the angle x. 
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